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REMARKS 

Claims 4, and 6-10 are pending in this application. By this Amendment, claims 1-3 
and 5 are canceled and claim 4 is amended. Reconsideration based on the above amendments 
and following remarks is respectfully requested. 

I. Formal Matters 

The Office Action objects to claims 4-10 because there is no antecedent basis for "the 
spring piece." It is respectfully submitted that line 5 of claim 4 recites "a spring piece" and 
therefore, provides proper antecedent basis for "the spring piece" in line 7 of claim 4. 

The Office Action Summary indicates that the Examiner objects to the drawings. 
However, the Office Action does not specify the basis for the objection. Furthermore, the 
Office Action did not include an attached PTO-948 form. Clarification of the status of the 
drawings is respectfully requested. 

II. The Claims Define Allowable Subject Matter 
A. Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. S102 

The Office Action rejects claims 1-3 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 5,444,804 to Yui et al. ("Yui"). It is respectfully submitted that this 
claim rejection is moot in light of the cancellation of claims 1-3. 

The Office Action rejects claims 4-8 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 5,475,783 to Kurashima. This rejection is respectfully traversed. It is 
respectfully submitted that the rejection of claim 5 is moot in light of the cancellation of 
claim 5. 

It is respectfully submitted that Kurashima fails to disclose or teach the feature of a 
spring piece that is form integrally from the element main body section as recited in claim 4. 
Support for this feature is found at least in paragraph 137 of the specification and 

Fig. 24. 
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As stated in the Office Action, Kurashima discloses a spring piece that is formed 
separately from the element main body section. 

It is respectfully submitted that since claims 6-8 depend from claim 4 that these claims 
are allowable at least for the reasons stated regarding claim 4. 

B. Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. §103 

The Office Action rejects claims 9-10 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being upatentable 
over Kurashima in view of Yui. This rejection is respectfully traversed. It is respectfully 
submitted that the cited combination of Kurashima and Yui fail to disclose or suggest all of 
the features recited in claims 9 and 10. Specifically, it is respectfully submitted that 
Kurashima is deficient at least for the reasons stated regarding claim 4, and that Yui fails to 
make up for this deficiency. Yui merely disclose a thermal conductive material or gel that is 
poured into a clearance between an internal surface of the case main body section and an 
outer surface of an element main body section. 

Withdrawal of the rejection of claims 9-10 is respectfully requested. 

III. Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that this application is in 
condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and prompt allowance of claims 4-10 are 
earnestly solicited. 
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Should the Examiner believe that anything further would be desirable in order to place 
this application in even better condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
undersigned at the telephone number set forth below. 

Respectfully submitted, 




James A. Oliff 
Registration No. 27,075 



David E. Brown 
Registration No. 51,091 
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P.O. Box 19928 
Alexandria, Virginia 22320 
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